Register Ramblings





Recordable “Nearly Non-dials”?





It’s sometimes quite difficult to decide whether or not to record a particular dial.  If a Member has gone to the trouble of recording details of a dial when, upon examination, it seems that the dial cannot possibly tell the time correctly, what should one do?  The matter is made even more difficult if there are times of day when the dial in question might actually tell Local Apparent Time.





In these circumstances I have generally taken the position that if a dial can tell the time at some point in the day then it should be recorded as a dial.  After all there are plenty of wrongly delineated dials. Take two such that came to me within a short period of each other – both in Gloucestershire and both found by Tony Wood.





SRN 5283 is an horizontal dial at the Perry Almshouses & Chapel, Church Street in Wootton under Edge in Gloucestershire.  A strange attempt at a dial.  The gnomon is in the form of an inclined bulrush protruding from reeds with a tortoise sculpture by its side. The dialplate is marked around its edge with numerals like a clock but with a 24 hour scale.  Only noon is correctly marked and the dial can therefore only show Noon. Yet as well as the neatly engraved numerals the inner part of dialplate is engraved with multiple concentric grooves. A lot of work for apparently little purpose.





Then take SRN 5285, another Gloucestershire dial and also one found by Tony. This is an 18thC V(S) dial canted to the West to face South on St Mary the Virgin's church at Marshfield, over the porch door.  With this dial there are several difficulties! The dialplate shows lines above the horizon line and the origins of the am and pm hours are vertically displaced as well as being separated horizontally. A later gnomon does not properly accommodate the split Noon line and its current origin is incorrect for either am or pm.  It is clear there have been two dials here at one time. The dial is ‘delineated’ to show 4am to 8pm (!) in hours with a possible half hour line at 6.30pm. Yet despite all these problems the numerals in the chapter ring are not duplicated or apparently over written.  





It would be nice to know some of the history of both of these faulted yet very interesting dials. Well worth recording – if only to bring them to some future dial historian’s attention.  Can anyone help?





Should we or Shouldn’t we?





Here’s a contentious question!  The Register is currently set up to record dial measurements etc in metric units yet by far the majority of the dials on record were designed and constructed in Imperial units. Thus we get oddities like a 12 inch diameter horizontal dial being recorded as having a diameter of 300mm (when of course, if that dimension was 12 ins  ±1/16th inch then strictly, it should be recorded as between 303 and 306 mm).  The problem is not in the actual recording of a dial’s accurate dimensions – that is always possible.  No, the problem is in how to record its nominal dimensions.  A dial that clearly was designed to have a nominal diameter of (say) 12 inches cannot also have an easily expressed nominal metric diameter.





What should we do?  Carry on as now? -  so often with a faulted metric measure or somehow, find a way to record the original nominal Imperial measurements - perhaps in addition to the current metric measure.  I certainly believe that we need to adopt some policy by which we do not lose sight of the original design parameters of our dial heritage and I am considering the pros and cons of making some changes to the database to permit such things to be recorded.  I would appreciate Members’ comments – especially in the light of the draconian EU legislation that appears set to be inflicted (my view!) on us by default in 2007 despite the fact that only a few months ago a national survey found no fewer than 80% of the UK population keen to retain Imperial measures alongside metric equivalents. I await Members’ input with interest!
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